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In re Appln. of BRUNNERT et al. 
Application No. 09/762,374 


REMARKS 


Applicants have reviewed and considered the Office Action dated December 20, 
2001. In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 22-42 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 as 
indefinite due to the lack of antecedent basis for the phrase "the first guide position". The 
Examiner also objected to claim 36 due to a grammatical error. Additionally, the Examiner 
indicated that claims 22-42 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the § 1 12 rejection. 
In response, applicants have amended claims 22 and 36 to address the issues noted by the 
Examiner and it is submitted that the claims are in condition for allowance. 

If, in the opinion of the Examiner, a telephone conference would expedite the 
prosecution of the subject application, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned 
attorney. 


Respectfully submitted, 



foegoiy v C^ay<Reg]N6T40,505 " 
LEYDIG, VOIT & MAYER, LTD. 
Two Prudential Plaza, Suite 4900 
180 North Stetson \| 
Chicago, Illinois 60601-6780 
(312) 616-5600 (telephone) 
(312) 616-5700 (facsimile) 


Date: March 20, 2002 
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